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Abstract

In order to find out the main phenolic substances in the F; generation of the hybrid between H.
rhamnoides ssp. turkestanica and H. r. ssp. sinensis (hereafter as Hippophae rhamnoides ssp. tur-
kestanica-sinensis), 10 superior plants located in Ordos, Inner Mongolia were sampled and deter-
mined for testing flavonoids, polyphenols and anthocyanins. The results showed that the average
content of isorhamnetin 3-0-rutoside was 129.75 * 51.16 pg/g, ranking first, in the contents of six
glycosides and aglycones in the whole fresh fruit of Hippophae rhamnoides ssp. turkestani-
ca-sinensis, and quercetin was not detected in the fresh fruits of 3 superior plants (30%), and
“Shuangzhongzacishaji 04” had the highest content of flavonoids among the 10 superior plants.
The content of flavonoids in Hippophae rhamnoides ssp. turkestanica-sinensis was significantly
higher than that in H. rhamnoides ssp. mongolica-sinensis. and H. r. ssp. mongolica. The average
value of polyphenols in the fresh seeds of Hippophae rhamnoides ssp. turkestanica-sinensis was the
highest, up to 2.60% * 0.30%, which was 3.5 times of the total fresh fruit content of 0.74% =*
0.14% and 5.2 times of the fresh pulp content of 0.50% * 0.13%. The content of polyphenols in to-
tal fresh fruit was the highest in “Shuangzhongzacishaji 04”. The fresh pulp of all 10 superior
plants of Hippophae rhamnoides ssp. turkestanica-sinensis did not contain anthocyanins, and the
fresh pulps and seeds of three superior plants did not contain anthocyanins. The average content
of total anthocyanins in the total fresh fruit of the other 7 superior plants was 0.00334 + 0.00139
mg/100g, and the content of total anthocyanins in the total fresh fruit of “Shuangzhongzacishaji 05”
was the highest. The research on Hippophae rhamnoides ssp. turkestanica-sinensis will play a very
important role in promoting the construction, development and utilization of Hippophae rham-
noides resources in China.
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EEEEI. SIS R EMIERAR T ME N B FEART B MRS R TAES, RZFMHEH
WU, FEEIAER R A RGBT T[], HAT, ZAZH M C oD Bt
FEo B TAE RN E UM B ARF B 7. VP2 MO S te 228 8 ), W A Wb 0 A7 40
ZRIEM BT R, BFIRESLFNERIMHE(Coffea spp.)~ 14K (Hevea spp.)~ -F(Malus spp.)~ ZL(Pyrus
Spp.)5F

i )& (Hippophae) W)W AP A8 N T E M, GG 7 — 2R RZAMIEIER, 0 “ AR 1
TUOCORMEIR 157 “ORMEIR 54 57 fE[2], CAREA TR RIEE O EENEH . RERTWWHE K5
A VDR, B PASR & VPIR(H. rhamnoides. ssp. mongolica)VEREA . FREYIIR(H. r. ssp. sinensis){EX A4
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E AT FE R, WSS S A S MIRE. F R REMEMI, RS AR, A
H—EWMPiR . e, FRmbE. JuME. BifeEat. 80t Prahikohreaiie . Ty Hnts . Hili
MARTE A AEVER[3]-[8]. HAT, BN A H 10 Z Mz TG RE T 5m 9] [10] [11]; FRE
e Rt SRS A 17 MRS 1 AN Z R 1 PR, YRR SE . FIRR
Gt T RGN R R G KR G R A R ST R IR B 2 IR ST O IR (OB B
Lo BRI B 58 R v I (7 22« BB I P ) b i OB 24 1) 2 BE R A3 [ 12] [13]0 ATAESR, V0 ikl 2 v (1) 35
FRA T2 T O MU 99 (V6 7 CA TR 8 245 I [ 141, RIS, A S DR Ag A Dh Re P £ b ¥R i),
B HA B — R SO AN B I R AR IS T 5T

IERIETX—H L, AR ZA VMR, T8ROV BR(H. 7. ssp. turkestanica){EEEAS . [E VD
VERAZAZTIF F AAOLE, BRI E B ST 2 ST & 0 . 2 AIET % 3 REEMAEMIT RS, LI
HES VD WRAS TAE, REFFAESZTIIRE, A M T 2R Bos 22 & BT K P H TAE.

2. R 55%
2.1. WERRSCER

XU ZRAZ VLR, INATHTIR, &R CHREVPEE x REVE &3 F AR, BEREELVWBEMERK. P
B MOl R 2 A 78 BT 70 00 B B S AR AE PN 5%y 8 1 I 2 32 FBRAS, AKRIERYD i A & B A0 1999 4E
HBR IR A Fh FARSLAE AR EHE TNFE H SR 2R IURE . 2014 SR APIR 222 16 4,
KA Z ST BEAR AR S 51 fk o B AP RIVBAFH 10 MMEMERFRGE DIRE, e EE R (4R, BRI
CH R A E S B AR

Table 1. Fresh fruits information of superior plants of Hippophae rhamnoides ssp. turkestanica-sinensis

1. WARARADBREEREAE 10 MAKBIER MR

etk 5 P 751 (cm) Sk (cm) 4% (cm) P ESiZ 31 HREE)  REHT(ke)
B 2 EVD R 01 226 238 9.5 AR 0.96 14.02 2.80
B 2 HEVD TR 04 5 330 265 13.6 g 0.96 13.76 6.46
B ZHEVD TR 05 5 300 288 10.2 #{ 0.93 11.98 7.02
B 2 MEV R 08 5 305 275 9.9 AR 0.92 18.26 9.36
B 2 MEVD R 09 5 405 387 16.5 # 0.95 19.20 27.67
B 2 MEVL R 15 5 418 257 13.8 i 0.89 12.14 12.32
Wb VDR 36 5 342 282 142 AR 0.90 15.70 9.01
KU ZR VDR 38 5 360 263 10.2 # 0.79 24.50 12.23
B 2 VDR 39 5 330 286 11.5 FANEE) 0.95 8.70 7.32
R MEVD IR 50 5 330 281 14.4 i 0.76 15.74 14.28

Rpk-F1 335 282 12.4 - 0.90 15.40 10.85

TS24 320 256 12.1 - 0.90 13.20 6.50

2.2, 1A

BRI, FFEAEHFR: Al OB, &AL, SRR iral, st kR A al).

DOI: 10.12677/wijf.2021.104020 174 R H: 5


https://doi.org/10.12677/wjf.2021.104020

s 4

DHERA . 2B LFE. HhIR. WM Hral), mREalil. i 1 ERAs e (R 2 1AL

AN AT o
VRN, FFEERA S AR, 2B, 2N, dbmiiRAI A ), IE(mikal),
Fisher {7, #E&R. FRER. ILERIIN sigma Frifkih).

2.3, MR FRE

WA AFEEEY): IR0 BT JTRemEM L DE-100g; SATERAE: TEIRKIBAE;
AR =Bl W B2 & RO i - s 55 B 1 BF - AT I T R G 2 R A
(HPLC-DAD-ESI/IT-TOF/MSn) ( H 7 8 HEA 7).

DHRA . A28 i ReEE AL DE-100g; S AT A iR Iay; R = Mkeli;
IR R

PR, HELER: BRI 81 JTREEEm Nl DE-100g; XA fHRKBHE; fi
Rt =AM UV2550 AT WA e B v (H AR S A ) o

2.4. WA E

24.1. WERRA. FTFREBELEY

FREL 2.0 g 2245 JE IV R I (BFF) T = M, ERRRE, 780 MiEE, A 80% FH EE(%) 15 mL)
J&, fE55°CHREFE (A 45 kHz)$E B 1 hy 08, VR, #7 I AE HPLC-DAD/Q-TOF/MS/MS #a il
Z Wi 0.25 pm LB AT I 8

1 ] 5% 8 /A 7] (Shimadzu) HPLC-DAD-ESI/IT-TOF/MS", lit. Zorbax SB C18 (250 mm x 4.6 mm i.d x 5
pm)E PRI 7R BT, A B TR RAE R PUEST N T B H 2 R b, A e T
B LGN RAT I A o550 B

HPLC MR 2 AF:

i Zorbax SB C18 £, 250 mm x 4.6 mm i.d x 5 um;

PKATHE 210 nm~500 nm, KK 360 nm;

MBI A: 2,

AN B: 0.4% LR KIBER(VIV);

WiE: 1 mL/min;

fERAEAREE: 30°C; HEFEARR: 5 uL;

BEEEVEFER: 0~10 min, A: 12%~15%; 10~30 min, A: 15%~20%; 30~50 min, A: 20%~40%:;
50~60 min, A: 40%~12%:

AL R RE AT 264 N R . B AR HE: 3.5 kV; CDL #FE: 200°C; hn#da:: 200°C;
FAAMNY): 1.5 L/ming TSNy E: 0.1 MPa. —Z i &5 T HIHIVE R : m/z 200~1500; 255 &5 1
PR m/z 100~15005 =5 0% 5 FHHEE . m/z 50~1500. A E s dE, @A E A
AR, R =R e B E N 50%.

I RAE RS | mg WG, EAE 10 mL, HlIKRE N 0.1 mg/mL FIFRERIER, 1ENIMRE
=Y. W SRR E AR 2. 8 BRI HPLC M 2% 145 e A I — 2.

2.4.2. PERRRA. FZE
IR ISR K 2R 30 42 VD R P 9 SRR, HERAFRER 2.0 g 25 A GRS 3] 0.001 @) VDR A T = 5%
A, TN 80%HEE, 7E 70°C~80°CHEFE RN 1 h; i€, G UEMR S0°CIE iRk 78 Kk 2 10 mL, {E
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FREL 2.0 g A4 (RERIE] 0.001 )RS b ik T = fbeifirh, e, A 80%HEE, 7E
70°C~80°CHEFFHREL 1 hy 19E, FEAFIEM SO CIE e R K IRAE S 10 mL, 1E AR

FREL 0.0302 g 4l JF K 90.8%[K)i% & T #R(188.14), T 25 mL HEMFEZ, BIN 1000 pg/mL (FLED).
FARWE 53 WAL 0.25+ 0.5+ 0.75+ 1.0, 1.25 mL & & FRAE ST 25 ml HEHH, 2hlHKEREZZ
B, $B5), WRIEZESHIN 100 204 304 40, 50 pg/mL, BUATAEW. 23l LAEWR 0.5 mL T2 & N,
FAMRE A 2.5 mL 19 10% (BE)RARRE T, $E5. KB 6 min N, A 2.0 mL 7.5% (B &)
[ Na,COs ¥, #825). SIEmEAE T E 60 min. FLLEILTE 765 nm P K4 4E FIEBOLE .. 2610t
FEEIRBE R Zett di 2k, 132)5% & HArdEr 2R (& 1),

0.7
0.6 y=0.0124x +0.0170 4

R"2=0.9963 /
0.5 7
0.4 /
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0.2 /
0.1
0 1 1 1 | 1
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W

Figure 1. Standard curve of gallic acid

B 1. RBETFERARERZ

AR (R R EFF) 1 mL, A ERAE R bRk dh 25 .
AxV xd

ZEEEY% = ———x100
SLOPE,, x10° xm,

v

A——FF I O

V——FE i R AR

d— MR 7GRN 1 mL MR 100 mL, WA F4 100);

SLOPEs;—— B T BRARE th & RE

m—— AR, g.
243, WERRR., FHEEFE

FREX 2.0 g Yol A (B T =M, N 80%FHEE, 7E 70°C~80°CHEF 2L 1 h; iLJE, FHoKJE
W S0°C Uk e 28 4R A2 10 mL, AE ARV

0.5 mL FEIE 535 4.5 mL 0.2M 1) pH = 1 ISl )2 pH = 4.5 ZFREN G4 L g TR
A, ERES O ETE LM TEE N (<1.2 AU), Z5I7E 515 nm A1 700 nm K R, LAk
B, DAL R -3-FEACH AR ME T, 4558 DL mg A6 75 F/100g ViR P 8 150 BT A FE SRR B AT
T3 H. EERGEH FRIHE:
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PO A B BIE T R /(mg/100g) = AA x DV x VF x 100 x M x 1000/eW
AA =(A515 nm— A700 nm) pH 1.0 — (A515 nm — A700 nm) pH 4.5;

3

DV—— M B 4L

VF——VD R A (EOFF) S BGRAR R, L

M——AETH 5 3-FE AL AN 7 T B 449.2;

e—— T 3R 3-MEACEE I B IR IO 26,9005
W——b R N (BB, g

TEMCRE A BEE, ASCATIN BT A B 3 i & .

3. ZRE S
3.1. RERLEY

SR SAL B VD IRR S i B B M SR 7 2, YD IRBE A H TR o SRR R SR AR A B AL
BIRIARHEZ I S S VIR 102 & A By S A R IN(A- 5 B-3h)JE L pa] A 3-t 5 B T B A
W — A AR, TTRATAE T REAEY) T, ARG S EEE . BRI B
EVERRRRER LRB . WK RS 4 MH TR S AR, R R R A
HEE B HENE . R B R ILE RS, 2 0L 3-O-BEHIR B, 0 7-0-BEH IS,
IR SR AR LR R LRI RS . 8 2 FrA a2 X XU Z VD RO AR 2 5 6 Pl H R TC

R IIE 45

Table 2. Flavone contents in fresh total fruits of superior plants of Hippophae rhamnoides ssp. turkestanica-sinensis

F 2. Wik REMCSYSEXE

FE LAY E (ng/g)
Bk 5 RO E3O- AR RREERO. REEKIO-
ﬁ%*}?ﬁ ERREE HIE AR 22 B )
KU ZRMEVL TR 01 5 71.80 19.19 8.15 129.56 21.11 ND
KU ZRMEV TR 04 5 80.09 70.95 27.76 337.84 44.66 0.85
X MEVD IR 05 5 27.39 25.17 9.82 84.14 16.77 3.11
X MEVD R 08 5 53.15 37.29 14.96 125.51 29.73 2.93
X MEVD R 09 5 95.39 22.48 12.24 151.12 42.52 2.67
R R MEVD R 15 5 32.82 28.36 6.46 74.61 9.30 2.59
X e MEVD TR 36 5 44.29 21.78 9.67 90.57 20.09 0.77
R MEVD IR 38 5 37.10 20.95 6.38 60.33 9.34 ND
RH Z MEVD R 39 5 82.88 27.61 20.09 156.09 59.49 ND
RH Z MEVD R 50 5 23.57 39.35 11.25 87.70 22.47 1.04
T 548542215  3131+10.73  12.68+4.96  129.75+51.16 27.55+13.24 1.99 +0.95

10 XU 2 EVD RO AR e 4 SR 6 MO ANE o0 5 (R 2), ML Z AR ZE 70 80k, 5+ RFR 3-0-
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EEREE RIS 129.75 £51.16 nglg, fiAHE—: RBEFR 3-O-HE M E-7-0- 2 H & 8 54.85
+£22.15 pg/g, FIFIEE—; MR 3-O-EFME . B RER 3-0-MAME. WAL R -O-MEMEN SRS
WM 31.31 +10.73 pg/g. 27.55+ 13.24 pg/g. 12.68 +4.96 png/g, JEH=. WM. Tifr; WEREERD,
12 1.99 £0.95 ug/g, JEEENNL, H 3 AMCkR ISz AR H M 20k .

LT R4 6 FRREFE AN TR o SRR 10 AN 44 M VD AR bR 4 SR 6 RlobEEFRIEF 0
O, “CRHIRMEVD IR 04 57 REEIAE YIS B, ORI 38 57 SRR MEE R
SRR R 28 MEVD IR 39 57 “ XU RIEVD IR 09 57 “XUh 2R MEVD IR 08 57 U AR EVD R
01 57 “XUrh 2 MEVD il 36 57 “ R0 A MEVDE 50 57 “XUrh 2« MEVDIE 05 57 “XUh 24 Vbl 15 57 .

#30 L A A RN AL BRI 6 FBEEF R LS R, BHRN 6 MR LS B, SR
M BRI HEF 52 R e tE, i 5 MU B R ZE R A R B TMTEEFFIK 6 FiobEH A T
&2, EEENSEMRIRRHET A R REER 3-O- M &M T-7-0- R, 7 RER 3-0- M & M. Mk
F3-O-EHNEE . MR, B RER3-0-EFMHE. MR 3-0-ME R, 545, RAMHTFZ3E
Ko

Table 3. Flavone contents in fresh pulps of superior plants of Hippophae rhamnoides ssp. turkestanica-sinensis

3. WA RARRE LSS EXL

HHA S (ng/g)
bk RERPRIO MAO-  WMEIO REFKIO- SREKIO L.
ﬁ%:;ﬁﬁ ERWEE CEbiasd EEWE T W )
X R MEVD R 01 5 65.91 21.32 8.39 136.85 23.07 ND
KU ZREV TR 04 5 73.95 73.69 29.26 359.80 4825 ND
R R MEVD R 05 5 30.06 14.18 10.36 89.03 17.56 0.74
X e MEVD R 08 5 54.75 29.12 15.80 130.66 31.12 1.8
XU 25 EVD R 09 5 93.72 24.81 13.00 160.32 46.41 1.48
XU 2K BEVD IR 15 5 25.45 30.66 6.67 77.45 9.72 0.65
B ZR VDR 36 = 39.11 23.89 10.26 94.53 21.70 0.87
B ZREVD R 38 27.84 21.90 6.30 59.60 9.65 ND
B ZHEVD IR 39 5 77.78 30.68 21.61 167.15 64.23 ND
K A BEVD IR 50 5 18.13 42.30 11.72 91.26 24.03 ND
S8 50.67+22.55 312641070  1334+533  136.67+5549 29.57+14.34 1.11+0.43

H: ND RaRARNMIHCFRE).

BRI 6 FREFAIE oA (R 3), 1R 10 MUK HEY 5 &R &M A, EIAETR. Mk
(6 R E M TS ERGR 4), £E 10 DMEPRIERIHE 5 84 RS R ARG B DO, WK B MK CGHEF?
N R ARMEVD IR 04 57 X REVD IR 08 57 XU 2R MEVD IR 39 57 “ XU AR MEVD IR 09 57 “XL
HZRHEVD IR 01 57 “XUh 22 EVD IR 38 57 “XUh 2R MEVD IR 05 57 “XUh Z8MEVD IR 15 57 “X0h R
W50 57 R RMED IR 36 57, A 4 B SRR RAL I BIHH E K .
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Table 4. Flavone contents in fresh seeds of superior plants of Hippophae rhamnoides ssp. turkestanica-sinensis

= 4. WAHRBEDBRAARET BB R L SIS EXTLE

WY& B (ug/e)

ks PEEEO WmE3O-  MEEIO- REFKIO RREEIO
fﬂ%ﬁﬁ ERE W R B ZEREWEE 2 B )
B ZHEVD IR 01 5 112.19 4.64 6.51 79.67 7.67 ND
B ZHEVD TR 04 5 131.61 47.91 15.20 153.55 14.58 8.00
B ZHEVD TR 05 5 12.41 86.89 6.76 56.68 12.33 16.43
B 2 HEVD TR 08 5 37.38 117.72 6.76 74.81 16.02 13.99
R HEVD R 09 5 107.78 5.17 6.61 82.78 13.63 11.52
B 2 HEVD R 15 5 102.06 6.82 4.42 47.98 5.39 20.82
B 2 HEVD R 36 5 84.53 5.46 5.03 59.87 7.63 ND
BH Z HEVD TR 38 5 117.06 12.67 7.09 66.61 6.66 ND
B ZHEVD IR 39 5 122.13 4.03 8.38 70.94 22.96 ND
B ZRIMEV TR 50 5 76.65 10.59 6.73 52.99 7.30 11.22
SE) 9038 £30.11  30.19+32.39 735+1.78 7459+£18.49  11.42+4.49 13.66 +3.42

3.2. i

HNZ W Z KR B AW, EMYIZPTC a2 Wy, HofE R BB i 5 A 2t
SRR SR F . MY Z M AREMmRE. mEK. KEMARmER. —RMmR S RET MmN 1/3, 0
A RHED A, ERRRAK R &, DB . IHEER oy . 2R b OB R R B & R D,
AR E TR SRR WHER . R ETRE[15].

MRS A REREY MR, MR TR PR, MERERTER. FILRIR.
M. HER. THER. m-/o-/p-EHEIR. FFR. FREMERR, — PRENERSE . WIS bR
FEBBRERH RN ANEROATEDANR, BFRER. BRE TR, FILRR. MREAHR. &
W, THK. WHRR. p-FERR. PSR AR, Hrh s aSmMmARE LS ERIE PR RE S 1)
T AL

15 FrANRID R 2 E VD RROUARAE B 4 SR L SRR L T b P 5 i 2 B B M
Table 5. Polyphenol contents in different parts of fresh total fruits of superior plants of Hippophae rhamnoides ssp. turkes-

tanica-sinensis

5. WA AL R AR S B2 E XL

. Z YA B(%)
kg5
&R SR ¥
R 28 BV 01 5 0.85 0.61 253
R 24 BV 04 5 1.00 0.73 3.26
R 24 VD 05 5 091 0.55 2.98
R 24 VD 08 5 0.84 0.65 2.68
X AR MEYD R 09 5 0.72 0.55 1.98
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Continued
R R MEVD R 15 5 0.43 0.23 231
KU ZR VTR 36 5 0.64 0.37 2.81
KU ZR VTR 38 5 0.81 0.59 2.70
RH 4 MEVD TR 39 5 0.75 0.50 2.65
X MEVD R 50 5 0.45 0.29 2.06

T 0.74+0.14 0.50£0.13 2.60 £ 0.30

BEAT TR T 2 W I (E B R, T8 2.60% + 0.30%, AEEE RS 0.74% + 0.14%01 3.5 fif . SRR
0.50% = 0.13%[1) 5.2 fi%.

fif A W2 Wy S L R AR 04 57 B, 18 1.00%, A EERARE 0 A 15 57
0.43%I1) 2.3 fi5. SERAZHEEWRLL “XP MWD 04 57 B&, 15 0.73%, NEERIRH “ XU R
YR 1557 0.23%011 3.2 {5, ERAF R 2 E ERIFEHR DL PRI 04 57 Bmr, 1k 3.26%, NEE
AR R MEVD R 09 557 1.98%[1 1.6 fi.

33. HE=

Kallio %[ 16]% H HPLC-ESI-MS (1) 77 VA I B70 i s b fir 5 AR 2 &0 2 B iR, HEMD NRE
BFIILRREETREE. % 6 MMESEREY, 10 A00h 2k, e RS R NI AR ST
5, A 3B XU ZED I 09 57 CXUR ZRMEVD IR 15 57 XU ZRIEVD IR 50 57 IR A AL
(R AW A STHEER.

Table 6. Total anthocyanin contents in different parts of fresh total fruits of superior plants of Hippophae rhamnoides ssp.
turkestanica-sinensis

= 6. WAHRMDBRARERTEBLNDEE RS EXL

@ AT 2 2 #(mg/100g)
Ptk =

S RA ¥
KU ZRMEV TR 01 5 0.004 ND 0.032
KU ZRMEV TR 04 5 0.002 ND 0.018
KU ZRMEV TR 05 5 0.005 ND 0.035
X e MEVD IR 08 5 0.004 ND 0.043
X R MEVD IR 09 5 ND ND ND
R MEVD R 15 5 ND ND ND
X MEVD R 36 5 0.001 ND 0.012
R e MEVD R 38 5 0.005 ND 0.048
X e MEVD R 39 5 0.002 ND 0.016
XA AR MEVDRE 50 5 ND ND ND

S5 0.003 +0.001 ND 0.029 +0.010

7 AU 4 VD RO AR O B 4 SRS TE T R A T HAME N 0.00334 £ 0.00139 mg/100g, ELLA 00 24 i
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Wk 05 5 7R EEA B EIE T KA BN, X 0.00522 mg/100g; B BAET RSB EME N 0.029 £0.010
mg/100g, {HLL “X0h/iEvbi 38 57 MEF et E RS ENRE, X 0.048 mg/100g.
4. i1ig

FE A A YR IR AAR R ) — PR EE L), Tz o A TR S AN AL, K2 DA R
BT 0 S R T RAEAE T4 R s [17]. BB S WSS MR N & A A 5 & 3E,
HEAN B ERZDEF—NFEREE, 5 —ADARIRNEARE, EHEEAE RS L, HHH
AESMES, P T EAPERIZEF[18]. MR85 TS EE R G 5 LTI EEK, &
BARESS. AR, EURMEEE. R, AR, BRI, B R RS
FORIL, VBT MR K. RRER LTS R AU EACRE R B R R 7I[19].
RN A E C6-C3-C6 HIH AN, HIARZHLL 2- K 65X — e v EEA R, HA iz
MZELENE, WPrE. PO, PR, BURSEER20], R RZHPAMINA ZaE R 121].

U 4 MEVD IR 552 e 2 VD R ST VD RCKR VD) 3 2RV IR SEINAS OB E AN T 5 2 R 3-0-
IR -7-O- B ZWEE . MR 3-0-= /M. M &= 3-O- M EM e . mRAER3-0-=/H. 7R%E
K 3-O-HEHEF A REGE 7)o 6 MEERIT UM XS L gs SRR W, XU 22 VD il 7 R & 3-0-
EAREE . AR 3-O-HI AT -7-O- B ZWETF . M 3K 3-0- SN . o AR 3-O-Hi I H 1 171
SRR ETHA 2 K, MR R 3-O-M AT TS EN TS S h iz m, HAH
FFT A RSN T Al 2 35, BAKRE, XUh A MED BT & 5l 2R G & B B m T S P R
TN S T VMR

Table 7. Polyphenol contents in fresh total fruits of 3 types’ Hippophae
F 7.3 KOBELRASHIME U AW EXLE

FRERIO- a0 MR- REAEI0  REEZIO

PRAA - WERET0- e - S ey AR
RZHEEF
L 8.12+3.05 4.09+5.64 8.39 +4.57 8.96 + 13.78 13.48 + 6.46 10.74 +5.93
5 P 2R MEVD R 10.04 £ 1.60 4,67 +£2.08 17.27+7.51 11.82+6.24 19.03+7.12 14.66 +9.58
U 2% VD TR 54.85+22.15 31.31+10.73 12.68 + 4.96 129.75+51.16  27.55+13.24 1.99+0.95

WH RN Z WL EY), XIETRT . EF R ZAAETHEDM . JEMRLEREH,
AV RIS Rl . 16T RS 3,5,7- L2 IR LR TR g, RIS AR W] 5 R
MIER REHER NAMER. CHER. BAEFRNIRER 6 KK[22], 6 T RMFRILSAF KR
REGHMEARMERIEET . EF KRR SEYPIE, # D IRE 2 MY SAEYPhE. 1€
TR AT LA AR RT OGAN S B R b2k, JFHIBER A B R A Z 5806, YR
SR LRI 23] [24]0 XTAFERUL, HEHFAATUAMAES, ERREAR. PURZ . TR0 M R Bl &
ek il A 55 7 T AT B BRI AL [25] [26] 2 TAEH MR AT A FC i 70, BT e R I AE & g
FUA o35 2 ARk 27 A Vi 1) B 2 0 3

e RMEAEH R AR, RN LZLEHAR . LB RS FILT R LW AR,
JFAEBERRZ RV, HHERBISHERYIb . FAEERMWEITER R, ERME B iy m =4
EH R, MR ZMIMFG L NEAETR. HRRIETOAR. HHFRLE -MKEEGRR, 20
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B 4

BRACIRAN RS ) F B K2 —, W] LB 4H MR PR B s R B . R SRR PR AT, A R
BPENMREE . JRAETT R LER, REAFRMENILERZENRILEREGMMR. = —FAEXEAR. &
WH R ZAAETHEDIE . 7. Frf, WWmiEsr. SR ek, ST, MiedE R ZAE
TandEsE . PERK. REAE. WA, BEE. LRTFENEMT, R DRI aREFAER. MABNR
AEFR R RO R B AR RS 3 MO B AR

AR, BRI BAEE R RAD, 2N RIET R T . Rosch Z[27] REWHFL T VDR
BHRRREAAERS, B TR LR GEEER VT, BT RIS RESED, FYREEE 6 2
9 i), WESES AT = B3 Ml B4, 4l )52 SR BERR =) 2 1T R I B A 0 T 5 RN SR B
1220 Grey Z5[71#IE | A RRBOAFIS B Db S8 H RS EER, Hrb OB - KQ:1)IRIUA T
AR S 3 6.8 mg/g (DW). LLITEA MBIBE A W 7 gl (28148 H,  Hh E Vbl B AN [RS8 25 Ji
HEZ, WM ER(7.93%), HICOWDEFT(6.22%), AN #E0.75%). H CO, ik S A HL
WIS Y BOFRE N R IR AE S 3=, BERT 3 80w Wi i, XRedRm RAR T R AR HOCR, IR
JRAET R RIRIE I

W SL e & /DB D SRR AT IR 5 yE A IR S AR R 2R sr, R EWE N TE AT
HEWIRIAE AT A 45 i v R R Y — R S5 S R 0, AT 92 IR % At e 7L s 4 P A4 [ 29

5. &t

10 AU ZMEVD BRACAR B4 S 6 FhbEEF R o &, MEZEME Bk, BREEK 3-0-%F
BEHFE O RIS 129.75 + 51.16 pg/g, 81— MRS ERD, X 1.99 +0.95 ng/g, JEHANM, H 3
AMRIR(H 30%) 53 o ARA I H 4R 2R o ARk b DL X 2 MEVD R 04 5 7 S R S ERAL S ) B A
XU MEVD R 38 57 A RIRAK.

R MEVDIREE S () 7 R AR 3-0- S/ . AR 3-O-HI B 1-7-O-F W . Ml & 3-0-
PR RRAER 3-0-H A T S B R T AR 2 0B, MR R 3-0-HI AR S EA
TEEWHSE R AU R, RAEME RS EH RN A 2 280 BUASkRE, Xh Ry pid
TP S A S S BB v T 5 2 VD R S VDRI B O SR VDR o

KU 2 MEPDTR A AT P BT 2 W P S B i, T8 2.60%, NEEA SRR 0.74% + 0.14%11) 3.5 1%+
SE SRS B 0.50% + 0.13%[1) 5.2 5. SR ZEmEE DL “XP MDD 04 57 &, 15 1.00%, NEE
AR XU - MEVD R 15 5 70.43% 1) 2.3 £ o BEFF i 22 W 15 Bt L 00 R EVD R 04 5 "I mn, 15 3.26%,
e B RAKH PR HEVD IR 09 57 1.98%(1) 1.6 fif.

BT 10 SR BBV BB MR EE R NI A ST R, EF 3 MEK “RP DI 09 57 “Xh
BEVDIR 1557 “XUh VDI 50 57 IR R . BN FOBIAETHT R, 47 Mikkis
AR B H R EETIIMEN 0.00334 +£0.00139 mg/100g, HEL “XUHAEV0IE 05 57 MR ot H R
TrENRE, 15 0.00522 mg/100g; SEFFAIETE R & THHMEA 0.029 £ 0.010 mg/100g, {HEL “XUH e
Bk 38 57 Wt ST RS E RS, 15 0.048 mg/100g.

B HEVD IR N . R Z R A AP, (ASEPRMEDBAELL, GRBE. P, R E
o FLI SR A, IR T 3 AT TR PR, A (RAEFRATIF R 1 00 s VD ol SR 52 (1) A MK
T WEEEARA G B BRI X — AT TR, AU Vb s 52 vh e ME VD RN 5| gk K SRV iR A B
EREERENRS, X5 4 MUK, ToEER I R XU R MEVD T 58 R AN 7R YE R AR S 0 A0 B
FAF, R T, BRI P R b X b i % s g R R R AR B W HESE A .
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